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Both men and women may spin, but it is the special duty of
the latter to do so. Wealthy sisters may spin either for their own
clothes or to help others. Poor women may spin either for earning
their livelihood or to supplement their income so as to earn the
expenses on food. In cities, hand-spinning will be mainly of this
type. Poor women living in cities can earn more by working as
labourers than by spinning. It is useless to ask them to take to
spinning. It would be harmful to ask them to do more spinning
than they actually need to do and, moreover, the purpose under-
lying the spinning programme will not be served by doing so,
SOCIETY FOR PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS
I had received an open letter containing allegations against
the work of the Society for Prevention of Cruelty to Animals,
Bombay. I then felt that, if they were all true, the Society had
done the work not of showing kindness to animals but of killing
them. Before I decided to write about these allegations, I had been
inquiring into them; in the meantime, Shri Chhaganlal Nanavati,
along with other friends, happened to call on me. I had known
him as Secretary of the SPCA and so, jocularly, according to my
wont, I came out with those charges against him. He said, "I
am no longer the Secretary; may I convey to the Society what
you have said?" I told him that he should certainly do so and
that I wished also to see the Secretary. I believe I had not per-
mitted Shri Chhaganlal to pass on anything about the matter to
the Press. Shri Chhaganlal either supplied to the newspapers a
summary of the conversation between us as understood by him or
related it at a place whence it could not but reach them. The
members of the Society felt hurt at this. They were also surprised
that I had formed an adverse opinion without giving a chance to
the Society to present the facts on its side. It is certainly against my
usual practice to form an opinion in this way. In fact, I had npt
formed any opinion. The criticism which I had made before Shri
Ghhaganlal was hypothetical. Its purport was that, if the Society
had acted as alleged in that open letter, then, it had been guilty of
killing animals. Shri Chhaganlal has seen me again and expressed
his deep regret over the report which appeaared in tfee papers. I
believe there is no truth in the allegations against the SPCA
made in the open letter. I have discussed tji$ matte* at great length
with the Secretary, Shri Lallubhai, and other na^ibers;
MAJORJTT OPINION
*    But there is in that cflpdfi letter one pofti^ wfcidh Eaferfts consi-
deration: